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1963 (1963 ^ 38) «tro 48 Mk 49 "50^ 

■sT'ikt fti; ^(WT nigw ■ginni wt 

t, ■^kirkp wnPbili <141^ I 
^ SWI^R % 30 % ■’fP111^ Ifk) I 

iJiR, irm, 3tt5q^ 

[12 ^ ^/III/IV/143/98 

3T^ 

RglRUH q VR^ mfUlMOT 

Rmtarii. MF/MOPT/57/97-TAMP 

(MOPT). 

311^ 

( 27"^^, 19981ljtRTftH) 

Wf ^ (TJiR si) ^ % ^ipm-inre iTMitf 

15 srikt, 98n?t sr< ^ Hw ^'P w R ftwu w^t^'^t^'^ 
^ nRn<i 4R)'5fMftra 


RR ST^ki % -511 aiT^ % RfiftTR % "fif 

2. -((R si) 4 ^ itlitftR TtWtm ^ 1 

1^*1 si) it ^ % 3icq)0 i ^ (k, ■q:9t lyiit si) ijii 

117/124, ftRPF 27 SliR, 99 ) ftfkR fi^sff 

91 stfirfkm 15591 , ^ ■g;^' 91 slti Rroff i' 

I ^ 99 % TO 91'STfti w 1 ^ sj^q filRt 

t ftl 1^9 sit it it % 91^ 99 IRft 9ft5l W if ■5?9TTO 

*ht sfk in 91 STjitiR miR 9it I 

3. ipi sit it it % sttRH 99 iPintitn 99 , i)9i ntkfn 

sTTOf tkqtw lin (9it 95 si) i ^) 91) ^ 991 nt siti 

^99it fe^i) nrn it iti^ftiiq si) i 59 ?) 1ini?ii9i irRif) 
niRRi 9cfti % signti 95 si) it it 9it' 9itn 1 ^-8)1 119 i 

i9ii)Ti!{ itiTpisitititi )9191 sn#fiRp^ri)' 91 )its9ii 
ftl9T99II 

4. ^ Ps iR ti9i 912 ^ %, H9 si) it it i 

9rfk9>iui ^ -stPnfisRi % sfj^ iii?)Pm nitnn tnn 
9!i^is9i)if troniffpRnf i9in9iR%!i^j[W9iOT 
siyitiR%9T9H9siftii9n^% 99191^9 sititit%sfeq«-d 
3nR 99 3lPl9Rl iig9mT5of 9{) srflpRfl^ 

9i) 9f9 iniif 91 Rr19i)15o| 9I9lif SlfVwT flF9t 99T11 
TI9> 19R 91li) mif 9Tik9119 9?) 9 igPw n i/ftRmm 99 TOT it 

931^ 9{) injftt fttM tif) t n?9 sit it ^ st«9w, 3i9it 

fiRlW if TnPif9R9 999f % 9i) if srf^ 9Itn % iri^ 
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%■ ^ I '5ITRi^5FT4, ^ 't)l4 '4' eFI ^ 

^^frnmr-=1 ^ITir4t 
^ % aiwqfg ^ ^ afR 

RnR -m amnTTt aftr ^5^ ^ 'll -^Rr antjr’fl i 

5. ^ ■aft T^F aft ^ ^ ^ "R' Fq«J ^ It 

’T^RroftFfT'TTTt, RF aftRt^, 

q?T t-FT R’^m?n ^ qyt t alR fJfT-sft T^ 

aft ^ T? ■a’q^sRT ^ ^ "aiR ftpTf TIT t. Tew ^ 
TPmtrTf TTT w ^fjF^'i^aTt^R'snr 

■^■’■fTt, ■F?'fR4^#TT’RTTfaTr't''f^^T^'TT'ltpqTf|Fir 
TT Pi 4^ "qsfm I f^TTJ ^55 4t Tm' ^ PJH T TTi 
■pr^ITT'^fRT (3TTf?TT) Jtiifi ^'11; 

(i) TT ^ ^ ^ R' TJfTfiT-T Trst ■^' 8'/i% 

^if^sfT-ijfe^TTFTT KfT I sM-qplt %;■ tVRr If 
’jfiC ^ 3r5?r w aik K3?TTT'FT ^;?nBr 
«n % 6% Tt Tjfe -smflffT ■!’ arfTF 

TtrRn Tftnt I RF aft Rt ^ STTfl- -JTTn t^RTfiT 
alR ^ Rt ftr TPFtfir TU Ifr-^Tir afit TT^ T=TTT 
^ TTcfiR % ^ -I:' tSfTRT w 11 ^ 

Rt^ ^ TITT RtRim, W Tt«5q T TTTI 

v!ii^fn I 

(il) T3[Raft'4t^^3TT^imiR'l''ft4tf^g^'l' 17% 
•stft ■RT-itTRrT ^ Tt RHT eri I 

artri Tt 'TIF^ Twr -FIT I 

■R? 4t w f% ‘' amr T R!pr m'Ttsm t % 

Tn'^TTRTT aqiRT^ %'TIFT If-^nRlftrar Rlf^wt’'T afR 
TF)f^ If Rwi^i ■qRTRm ■q ■qRRqf%Rt t 

15 ^ x*t)K % H'llflP Pilifl ^ 3RTJT ^ ^«Mil 

■^'' I-RR aft It% W'jsrtt ftwaft % ^ 3R? 

It -aq^ ■«m -Tiff Tift I ii«nPr, -qnrr iw ^IRm 
tjI I Tjfe Tit, Tilfl-iltTR %Rr t ft) 5 w 
qft Tftr Tjfe R)t HH ^41 aqftfT n4)R*ni ^ I '|Ht 

lift ^ RTfRTW T It ■gqfiftiK TW TTH ) 

6.1 RftTr*IIFf4qrll8y3% afkl^rq^ 

Tftr Tjl^ It ■qftr^T TT^ TT ftlq f^4T w t lit ■aRm 

RTKRMifflRmR'jfeRmTTiiwqfiTftfiT Rtt^n^wiftti 
RTftinT>r, w Rt'it m -aimm-ljrai uvilf 'I' iih Rtt iM 
TjfeTl argltftiriifmTti 

6.2 -RR aft -It It I ^iiRm-iftrc Tfvrff If ^ 
arq%'sraw R)t 3 iwiIt TTfr Tm Rift Rrm RTm ■!''Pil sRt 
%RRRg^ff qiTifqt■RRftqr11 fty 

w ■^Tlt ■R irqftntaff ^'Tihn 7IIH'HiRT ^an t afti ■qTR ■=*nTT 
^ FT m TT ftllir arORR ftVHI qnftRI RlftWCR, 
Jrenm wn If ^Tif lit Rtwiftn tiI % ulifiT -to If up 11 
HRjiTRgn; iRmft!Rqirt%ftiRR*i3itltltTtRurw Isift 
nn juf^Tiui lir 1PW ft»iftiftifl irwr ajiR; 

'‘■giqft-m ^TiT ^ iiIt^ vq It iniim wm If Ttqft 

ftp? 1 1 qqq TpffttTFaff I Itlltl^flTRfttqTfl 


■ftpg Tpti Tt qfl^pBOT afR ■g'-iRf ^ ftqftTf tI 

wit I ftiRF M %-giFft WT TIIT % Tp| TT 
UttftTR ftRIT 11 gETfcf RTT TRT Tit TtlftnT Ir 
ftiR arnerfR?! iniRq ia:l % I IfRn THf T ftwi 
TT^ 'Tt q®n TT dtJIBIui ^ TT wIt 'Tt ai4| 

■gir^ aRTfr-Brl % %R nqfttftm rrI Tt -ptn Tt t 

RirmH u^iPT 'snflmr ■siwwttwt rwtt If gTl Tt 

wtwifln It f?TRTTFrc% I alRIcflu irw i?tIRt 

■ttI ftriTt Tt'Iftn'Til % ftrq TT^fcTT 
nqeft Til It ftiR 'srjT i^r 1 qft ■gnr ■'ttt 'mi 'gmi 
It ■qTTiTFT 11*41 ml arw^ i;ri ftq RR tiIt t 'siR 
■|rt ri? fi I tI iniiTT I Hftnr itIt 'll ■gR amiR yjiil 
qld all) afR il RngflTR ai/| TiRft Dpi ami 'gR 4 ti*I 
Ift Ilmftm'TRqwTTtTitlaftTRTTsiTiTTinli'' 

7 . in Hr I TTifttm IRR ITU It mm rt UtrIf 

miT ftRft Tt areftqnRT, fTtRlTf Tt 'SflRT 'Itl TT^ cTTV, 
Imaft It fBR afftm WTT, 'ItRT It ftiRTi frUt ti -ttw anft 
g| iniT TtI^ I TTR 'Ifl afR Ittr ardRIR HtR RWlf 
rI Imi-Ti It nm iiwaj tr 'I Tjt p, '5^' 'Rt ^ ftm ftTRi 
■snRRT 1 m Ta -Ri gniT qm 'mi It aT«?(R, ftt^ afiriR^ 
MI^RWlHItTm, afftRRiFmlTltaiTft'ltlg^'Tfp: 
m arim t, I TtflTTR ftrr 11 RRlft, RTflmq arql-giq w RT 

TIRR tlTRI ■Rift RIRT I 


Tsimrff It Hanil'^ im If Tit It ifti I Rt lar w 
tsItrt I ftr RUTTT It afflR ftmR It hrr ftmft ilt 'R^ t 



Hftm a ft I It il 'Htr ftm 1 1 RTg, Tjftfl nm Tmr 
■lETR W ‘ Itg m Rrft w allRH’amRT t'R ftr gIRft RTTR 
'm ?ro ftTR'p ftrift inlT ftlifi aim-RltmJi RSTi-Tt I wl 

^ It It, qiflnq m It ginft rtht mr It m rur ttI 

ftpR^R Ti g:® Rim Im riIrt I 


9,1 pHTlf ftrltflwlRIRiH^RIlllt'g^'TI 
immHTTiRiiitni ;— 


(i) glRftRWfmlR^IRHimTRWtTl'mgTIllT 

arm Ri Tigm ■rI "iM gfe T)t ■ret qft 11 m 
m ■Ri npmiltgjftp fim ft)W'Rim t ftr m Til 
ftaqiRR ql wm It ifti I IHt iffft tI ftrlt "RTR 
'nfftrii fttn ■ap utai ^ ai*ift) Til ftwiRR qtt 
Rim I Tt< aUftm fURi RTiftm Rif ^ i wm 
Hit ftm 'It arttiftm ■!# ftrift wm«n I' ftflft 
Ritfftq m t ftr HvWft Rim iRlf ^ miR 
ml It ftiR ftrift aft: ftPftiRftRiRlrqliRTiiRqT 
If Tjfft ^ ■RiiRit I Inr itl Ri q^jRRT If Rim it ^ 
gfi; TtmnTOFT mu I 1 RI Itft Rtlt I 


['IFT [II—T5TO4] 


MTOt TITsm ; 
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(ii) ■'fit ?l*iK Ptiy, 'Jii^ % R?fiJ, hihc^ ^ 

■arPTOT^T ftar 1 ^ *ii7Ti«i wi '^ara 

dtiM ■pPr S'lK Rn^-ti n*+) i^ 

PiihA awR Riiij, ati% ^ Pr a4i, aii 

Tiptw ^ ^ ^ 1 %ii 

^ TjTT 3rt ^ tft Pp ■g^TTR aaa Rw P w 
aatf ait a?rf f^ 11 Rt ^ vji anaw % feat 
af a? % fe aaa a;i4 feaiaa ^ ^arif % aRai 
aatam ■t^r aiR 7 t^ ar^ 3 TRf^ w*it a^ TR aromr 
«?k ^ aim ar safe 

aft fer ait ifeTRT I 

‘' aai aaift^'£f 3IR ?na a^parTjp; 

aa am •# aa awft i a^^ai, lam at anaifti #a 
Rtfell ^aiit '^t aiiittll '^M(;('I ^Ini % aiK'Ji ain 
attaro-if^iBWtt l” 

9.2 ^ataiitfe aa4 ^ mf a % 
aatamaff aitar^ Tamtfe■^‘a^g^ai P’^ aa^ % 
^’4'^t ataai liaa arf ^ man i %ft ftafeif ■»( alfer feai^ 
a? 1 ft man i^ fe ana ait a^ ^Kiaaia wa at ana 1 1 W 

amait ^armt'^t^^fe^feriMT^'am^mia^aiPt 
a^ fe aa it TT wara •? ife g ro fe ’ q air^^ arnm^ft 
ipm ara^ ar^Nf an fetm ait^ % feci ■S’cafai ijt^ aft airoi 
a^ aft an ■^laaft i Pw ip, Trawaaaai ciaan ait afenf^a ait^ 
aft arfe a ma csai i % si^aa fejtaa; maw wt fecft aafea 
mia ai ait aarai fei^ afe ait ^fsijPT ■^' #c awt feaiaa % 
Tim3frc-3^aa^tfe^aa:%aitiamT?aaanait wun^’xarit 
^Taawft^a^jaaiafeT^ sttPwa^inaafe'-samefaam 

snaifaa? atai I 

9.3 aaa?'ftaif^aaaff featmwt^aiaaijfeaife 
sTOwaiTO.' awn ■^' ^atfi % ■?M ■^‘ ii^iaa) aft “aM ijfe" % 
arai^ ■^' aiftiar ma atai i 

10 . ait *aB 511 aa "gwa arn mi ^ 
aaiwiifaai aiflai P' ^anf % mit '^" nt»aRflfea feta atit ^ :~ 

(i) ai at Pi Riaa % fetm sfe itr aa^ ait ffia arc^ % 
fen aigpac ai^ aitffeagjit viaaHf an aa*H 
aa^ %g aifeamr aaaa^tar % argm a^iaai 
awtr ^ ' 54 ^ ^Htaft atgafti ijt ait ataaft 1 

(ii) awn an ataa eHamre ma % feat ait 
aaiat % 1 

(iii) ^feaft atfeanta Tftata»t atifi/aiw^IWt aataaft 

an mnft 11 z»faro^ aaa ^ ^ aaiat aatf an 

atgaia wart % Hat'Jiai'it aiwaia *iw* nai^f % 
a^aif itt ana-ana aapit aaat atfea at man 11 

(iv) feaft ijfe iir waaiaf % ana-ana Piaia % fen 

an»ttTnaatnfeatanaiann%i 


(V) Ptffea aana % aii'il—am app, afe sTwai 3^ 
aitaiR anat % fen ama-^ma fema fe^ PialRo 
aia^ #t I aa an 4 ait aa:^ % fen am ami .#r 
ama anat % aife^ f ang grata 

am mt ^mfe fen starat, amtatn an 80% ^ 

feaat paan 11 fen i!tta ^ m feta Tpfeaa 

fen ataaai aRnaTa ar arrj^feai i aft an aftiama 
mataftai aiai atm % fer g<Mia am Rtrt ' 5 ^ gfe 
anfl at rntg anat mtm t tit P ma aant anat 
^ fen feafe argn aa mfe f atfe fet aagaa 
Ptvfm fen iitT rfe I 

(vi) fev %mfe P'ffetn fegait a^t a, 9 ar 
fen aam fmn aife afe aimtaf % fentrfe 
rm^fenTfeferfeta'tfe 9fen'mmp1fepT 
an:^ afe amafe fe femfea naa ■% fen fefeat 
na ^ nai atamn’n % fen amata nnfe % tin a % 
fen fefeai mt ^ 3ma-ama Ptatfet fen afe 
tiPti 

■grata am 'mr nnt 'nrgrt fearst % aana 
ar ^ atfe afe mfe ■^' fttrmir, 97 —"afe, n % 
T^tnarnmarfeanawt feratn 

afe ■anfe P’ aferi, 97 —anaP, 98 i?tm mrnwr 
fern aint Priaign ^ rM "P’ Pnai an mm 1 1 
fert rmat % anarr ar Pram fean^ fe armt 
■jpaTi; 4,5 ffe fer 15 tfeapannati 

(vii) nwn % fen ^nwr 40% ar fear m 
narmti3Tnwnfefenrp2o%(40%an3mrT) ar 
Ptan ait an rtanft % I 

Vm afi ■arm/amta -anr^ % aan ■% wt P' 40% 
wggrataaR rtaa?!: -gm '^aia rfeE: aatP ■P gfti 
an ntawt 19-20% ^arrar^^i 
(viii) rtarttaimfeat'Rarai'fe stgrtR^cvcafePrai 3TiaR 
ar it nafe t fenaft nafei 12 a#tf aP araPi P' 
^ afe wgaa % «tm ar aft aiat 1 1 

11.1 ' i itwm riae aafe P' fetm ^ ^ gffe % Piatm an 
aai«f Ptara Pnananr lit nann’t 

(i) "a«t ri, 9 (na fe na fe) ar feF warn 
fi5^ aa:^ afe-amH ar fenan ^ mirfe 
rm 4 , s fet waai ant fe, Ptaffet n# ar 

mana a«t vr^ aart % 40 % aft nr ar 
3i fttfeia r ggr ata«tai^aatrwiin'^nfei" 

(ii) "■aftam%anma*frt, 9 (n^fenafe) 
ar fetr mrar tmt atr^ afe wtiaf an 
^atrrtv 'aaa 9 Pta aifeat a^m ^ rtl 
Piafftn nP ar fet m am a*i anji aaa % 
20 % aftnrarrpamaftmnfei" 
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11,2 


11,3 


(iii) 9 ait Tft) Tii: ^ 

^fri% ^in?t 3 tm: aftr 'irn ^ 

05^^ ■'R 3RRI; t^TTOI ^aRUT®' 

1 s 3T«im Tt, fttjffcr iRf ^ ^ 
RPIPR'^ Mr^T/^RF1PT’3^T%%'5IMrit'^40% 
1R ^ ai 05 ^ 

TTRR WMRl 'JtmTTl l” 

(iv) R. 9 ( 1?5 ait ^ ^ aRRF 

?scr] finjt 'JiCTHi'iT ^ z4aTO3^^ «*i<h 
aiR ®4KI ’^' 05*^ ^iT ^'^iRW 

Rft 20 fSt=T ^ arf^i^RTin t Tit fHtifftn ^ TR 
^RrHPRR«f Vr^/aRRIPTTTHlif % 
20% TR^ aRRT-aRm aTT%<RTpTit WPft I ’' 

(v) “ail^HlPfll armRTRRmHT^ef »<l^l/aiM'ln 
■3^ in ■RHlff % Riq-Riq ar^'JRT R'i 

3TfT^ ^ ^TMR arfipT Tj^ 
aitr Rfij 'ai^PiPT fttrfUfl z^si<i<ja R’RT 
'ftTf T?lni Tit RNR an^ ■JftT ■Rrit 'Jiiy.'ll I 
3^3H<|<ia RIRf HTII ^ H^ 

■^IftTiaftT wif y«)IW'fl iF'^Tlt^'TCRrRT 
^ iF RIPT RRTTT ^ r' 

Ref hh^T/^tri: iiw rt 40% ar^'^w rvr apr 

^ aicIRH RR5 RRlif Ril ^FIRR 19-20% #111 
3RTr % ( 8.1) ■^'1R3lfRTT 11 %-tM ^ %RrR-Rie? 

HflRR ^ 30% RmiTft I TR RW?t Rff 

^ ^ hxiH "*<m % 54.6% 

RRTTR ^ Tp?RT -^i 30% R?t aRqTT afR 

h<hI'<i ‘atiRRiTit I aftr *<5 ttbr f^'^RRI hhIri 
RFT ^ 5 I 4 I ( 5^ RT ai^ajTTT ^ friR 1^0 ^ 
RTRRH R%Tr) RiT ‘^RFTJ’f aBifl R151 ^ RRiTTT 

tl 

rrWrvt infRRnRr % %C!; rwtt '^RR 

RR% ^ %T3; RJyT^-^ R?r RRRi % ftTR 

HPCII axiH a7gTfq#ir I ijt^ RTi^ 

% antlR RT R?' TRRTRI 'gRltR RTIR ^RRT aFq 
■5PPR RRRf RT (arnfrj^RI) Rft RIT RR# t 
afR RK ■RRRTI: aRR RnRxRt RT Rt I RP RFTja 
pldl ^ f#TR % RiK'^il RiT FH'4'H RR^ fRRfRd 
R1# Tt' Rirdil^Rj amtRt I R1?5 T[R1 TRlRiPf Rllftl 
^RR RRRT aiRTR RRR #TT I ^TRIR RTTT ^RTR aiR 
■aft TRT aft XT Rit yiiRlRx '^' ’RT^ 

■fRRflRrRRIR'RR% afR yqlMd'RRR 
■Ri# RR ai^J-T RfT'Hl 'an ffRiTfT ^ I 'Rfil 'Ril^ TRRTf 
SrR lit ain^ Rt RIRtRlRi aTTRK ■’TT aTRRTR, 
a# ftni iffRi ■fRRfRn Rp'hi 'an rrrti 1 ■RfrRt 
■RRTT Rit arjRReifti R rIR rsirvk ^rrr rrrt rrR 
%"?^Ri"^ lit yiRn'TH'Jl ^KT f# ■RT( 'PtrRr (■RlRtfRR) 
anm RT) sTRRn^xjii tirRI f 1 


12. 'aifT-URlif'R87%R5tTfkR!r3RTn«rf^RT#ilRRV 
%Rt''TORnTBRraiRftr’RiftR{t'R^ t, afjRtrri'PRRi 
aiimt I 

(Hn. ^ITRR) 
31«W 

'•wwTTj^IwnnftraRRT 

RI*f a^tfR) (fferftR (1H), '5iii5<CTnn ^RTR' ^FS*h*i (*'14-5/30), 
R^ftwft-110003 
Rnw 4643676 

fi. MF/MOPT/57/97-TAMP ftrw ar^Rf, 98 

Rri-R, 

aim, 

^I'liR 'nm "^Rra. 

■ 53 #, 

RtRI-403803 

^RTT'R. 910932 225118 


IrRR : ■giRtR R3R ■R aiRiRH Rr^I RRIT I 

RtiR ; ariRRirft. SfeiRi; 97'RiIRRR. lTFWiaT[iw117/1061. 

■R#1R, 

ifiRRI aiRTRIR Rr?: RRiR ■% -RRtRR -Str %1I ^[TRIR rth 
’RRI % R^TIIR RR #TOtRv1 RR I W RIR^ ^ R ftll 
aRRf 3lR'gRRI^TRl^RH’5TRiR’TOR^RmTrR1’aft'l^RaR’i'l7?Rr 
RT^R aiftlReW TJ^/TTRif % IIrR R ■aim rR 1 ^ UTRTR ■RT 
■R^IWITT^pap'lJTftlRRR^ 15 aiRliT, 98 rR ^ ■i^3R1 R fRRTi: 
fRiRI'RRI eiT I 

2. ^itr aTRTRT ■(Rntn rR arefcRR^en, RirRirR rR tiR ri^ 
{ficiiaR % fciy, aittiRi ■rRrti, ■RtRi % 'f^n^ ^ ■piRfiR Rn xt^tr 
anft RR-5 ^ RT tRR R^ m # I'wnPT 

y!(jfR) RiftiRim ■^ ^5^ rR 3trR rjiR iRr r R^rr ■rirri ^ 1 
urg^iR, aiRiRiR TTR^ R'RiR’ ■% tRiRr R RtR ■RRftitT "g^ 'Ri: tR 

ftmR ■RpRT ■RRI11 

3,1 R?'Ri 31 ■RRI ■^ Rf^ aiRIRIR TIR^I RRiR rR an?P1 

epi^ Ri ai a nmtTRai^iRiRRR^irRiRR 59.60 % (Rsr^ 54.26% 
■R^) hi*i61i «('ini'i^ I (^PRRI «4ii) ■Rl fay, aiyxRR-l %RaT 

R' Rrfr ■fRRm RRan) 1 rtrir R ai(riRH Rrhs rriR rR 

amRR5T% Rt 51 RRTIRP TRTIIR 71RR ‘i''iiiaR RT 3 hk 1r>R1 


■RRI I ■^ 7TRR RWRiait' R7 'aiR TTR1 RTIT^ 'R^ (V^'lFn^' RR 
■RrftRaHRI '?TRTRTR/7R'#fi1RI 'R 'RiT f#n aj]R^ ■R^J^Ri 'Rf 'RtRrR 
Rl ■rR^ ■RFTOT R^ ■RR W'titil I ('^HRI ■^ftR Rl firm ai^RtT-2 
R) RRT ■Rf xiel'd ■f^RTR Rfiim) I 

3.2 ■RrmiR ir^RRi' niRimri: ‘Rfti-HFiRrn' (Rim 

«r<Ri5isa1vM) ■mmRTaif Rw ■R 11 ■Rm iRR ■R ■rp "Ririr 

amRIR TTRU aiiqisl RT aTTRlftn ■amRTR TTRS ■RTTTIRt 'RT F'NRk 
RITRT RitRI I 3R ftRfR R-' Ft RRRT TIR^ RRlif Rl aitpRTR rR 


mfteiT ritR "rR anR^RRim #Tt 1 g^flnn ■^rirtR Ri 3ttr 3R -j^t 





[Mmm—^sr^4] 
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*ft »n41n ■^r:^ ^ 'Wrav’wrn ■tfrtt i 
^ TjHf '>11 % »nrft ■'to^ "w ft>4*T ^> 1 :^ 

'mil'll I 

4. w tt’euft, '^Nn f*!i ui^n ♦, '^f 

aTWmnj/gRV<<j>^UHl^ 

■pwt'T ■ft:n'n^ f I ■gnk ■'WT ■'’ire ^!w ■'nflroi 
■> 1 ^ sflr 'JT: ‘i“i'ii I 

5. rer 'ft Miupiytin't'ftT'??! sreiw^'gre ^ ■«rd«i?f 

^ !(iiPici 4 ^ fti'ni ‘iMi i(iift<H ftrer^ w<T)ni ^ I s 4 (\ 

3i^^-4 % wsrer ^ ■fijU'T'^'t 1 *i{'iifl ■'iTR^’ire 

^Jire 'n^pn ^irei irr ■'n ■ftwR ’^i'li 1 

6. ‘Wl'lfl '51*1l'^'5lftrePT'S1M4I^^''ftRtT^%l'H5l4TI'1 

ire irei t41"nK 4i\*(i ^ire ire? %^ir 

■S(T?Hf*‘wm" (3i«rfnftireR 3TmR) 3?tT'‘'^’'(3T«ihi_tTra) 
i!r:i^ ^ Tfft -ornt are irer Hcnm 

Tnfti4ii“i ■'ire "wkt” Mill'll ■'Jire % 'f^ ai^f^ 

iTifT 11 ^ ftsiftr ■^’i»re^' ‘'Jire ’ ’ # ift-aire ^ I 

igi^'?re^'^' Mg i M i n ‘*aireR"’t?tiTTC'^''iTni 

■TPC^ ^ 3lftre!R "giftim I 

7 . TT fe'^lWf ^«T MBmi 

Htflre ^ ■J'l: t’TR'*fn:^'Jt>'f^'^1'li'1''T1H''’TO’Ft’1FrWI111^ 
TT!! fir»N fem 11 

8. fl i ; aiFT^ ar^ti t fa tow •^; 'nm ’tft 

^ afk ^ ’i^t TT^ fe >HW % ifM ■^" ’5^; iNr ftrer ■am? i 

1 ?./- 

'^. ■'ft. '^ill'll, arei 


■5i?reR-i^^ wrff ^ 

1996-97 %''JI^rerT'lt^ 3lt^% -ilfftsifrl 

(^ii<a '^.) 


(i) ^vren sm 2263 

(ii) (’ll) ^*t^reH ^rei5 '•tii 4 -“ficir'it re < 3 r 4 20ss 

(■^) arftrftjRT iT^ rer aireCT 837 

(ii)'BflT#^ 2892 

(iii) "*11^1 629 

(iv) Tj3jft'SF^ f^TTO %ren 4000'* 

(v) freW^-'j^re'ijn^Tift 18% re** 720 

(vi) ar^tte reftfreu inre^ ariH (III+V) 1349 

(vii) arreKre'fftretre S9.60% 


* •ilti-i 'rer anFiTt re '^nrePT-'^wc 'tii4-'i)6iiM\ 

%7'f^''^^’'Hwi'rei: 'rerer'^ 1/3 ’iit 'iini!lir%i 
**^-2 renre-^'f^Tjjft 12,100^'?.-rerf^Ti^tI•# 

■Q 7 T ai^ ^ 15^ %ren 0,000 reif^ ^ iMftjit 

'aiTulit aire aiF^^h 4trf 5^(11 


3ig’i*i2 

1996-97 ^'wro 3lhR^ ^-iM 

(isTnsf?.) 



q# 


re#iTH?: 

mqiaire 

anq 

9034 

2263 

6771 

isft 

6851 

2892 

3959 

aifftftq/HRi 

+2183 

-629 

+2812 

■'jfttre i8“/o 

2178 

720 

1458 

wq* 





(• M'fflii ■^t l^re^T 12,100 wisi V. 'reitre "reTi 1 nft re? 
aft 1 ^ 1 ^ % ^ 10,000 lara If. reif^ % fercT liretf^ iM ^ 

'hR 1,142 Mi<siIf.aiisT wi^ift 


aireaft^refTiff ifreri) 

(i) ^til ftoi 'an ti“tiiii %, urei re arPi^tn % 

ail'll si ftf) Hirer % I 

(ii) (re) rer^ reftire “rerfl anq” % reRoft' qft ^irre 
aiPireisp^ res^ft %iire^ ^ ■aiire qft ■arrft cl'fl 1 


(■a) rei'revi 1500 ^nn if. % reft % ar^reR % -greireft 
2812 wa If, % aifti^ % reireft ret trifp rerft qft anremrer 
ifftfti 

(iii) re? ^ ■re# f# # ren angrereRWi ^ remre 

i#C anftirre re# w ■ft’"T^ # I 

rererere-itreff wrif i5^til#a(iT 
mnmftf ■# 3T7i«*nrtnt/3iMqft:aHii^ 

(i) re# "re^ anq % atgreq ■ft tftirere re % ■arre-'re^re fti 
^nq'ret ff#; ■reifre'nre HitiH f# #n 1 qrg;?T; re#'# aqqft' 
renreifl ft' Tjfc % fift'ffiftf ret »ft Tjft re? reren ft’ Tiifim ■fftrer 
qqr reftiT #f ■#TT I 


(ii) rjftft' 8-1/2% refftrefffferei aifareiii rirem 
1 1 "gjo iretiit % reifHR reft ftr ftftq ft' 6% aifqre 
reqH#iti 

(iii) (re) Tjfttrei ■aft ft i6% # 'M'liinr refftre #1; (i^re 
■WH re 17 % ftt Tre# ■# t) ■fti 15(1 jH i q qft aim ft' -freftt >5% 
aiqre uft ft' reftt m #f ret ■# t afti rerf^ # reiqq 
reRirefftq'^TTi ■refftretft’ftt^fttreT'ftt'ftF'ftfttlreftT'^ft 
■qirre ii' ■# ■^q fftftiit ■rei 'renq ■511 rereq ft ■fftrefre areqiqfti 
aqtre ft ftt litre I 

( 13 ) 16 % arrret rerere re# qftf ft' Mm ret 51 # rejft# 
aftr 'reretftre arfftreftinaft re anreftn ■re^q ■fttft ^ i qqi rerere 
rereftrer fti iifft rereftnre arMiftreaft' afti qftftqfftqt' re rei req 
ft ureire Mm ret irrere ft' ■5# fttretre ■# ■rei ift ■?, ■rer 
yj^tre limtqq % ft# ft' afttftiq fftm: trere fm nrere t, th re 
■ymr re aoiqi ■mr mrere ft 1 
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(iv) ^ >511^*11 % I 

(v) (^) 

3n^7*TOn ^ Tfwn % 3n^ 'Tcftr ^ 

WR*wftl 

(tj) RBKI n 4 > (%*ll 'I*il 

«n, TUI Rmi w ♦ fV ^ET^te ^ wi 

RWRnr; TfTOPT StRiH ^ TRJJ?! ^ f I -Tfr 
't)i*l^w TjR aiTO^irom ^ ^ rir^ ■^' 

'T^ ^ tJTII^ TmVH '»ITH T»{t ^TVfW ^ ^ t 

("n) 'MiIVciHi ^<y '^^[•in 4ii4«fnt1 

''jjft TfR Ill'll ■'TIT'lft^ 'i<eRi tfI 3mm TIPIT srftW 
I 

(vi) 1995-96 3ltT1996-97%ftm^'^’C?^^3n^' 

Hist Tjim 3 Tiqy q%n i % i wr Tr*n tW tf sRnk 

55 CllIB 'V. rR '•jfe TJW'TI ^ TRU 32 ’PITOT T. 

^1 ■giwgi^ wPTRff snftrraf ^ ^ ■m 

*Tr, yrrft^ff 3 nfai-4f ^3Ti*fH=TftTOT'TRi*n, wronw 

■%{[ 1^ ^ 3IlftlT*Tf ^5Tt^’T^ *ff,’flSi PT^ STTOT^mtT 

tl 

(vii) (Ri) 3TIPTPmTraPT13r^%’^’^’STfiPT^ 1.58 RRt? 

1J. '>iiA ^ pfft f^<& '*><*11 fel'ii I 

(Tsr) 1995-96'^'^55mj;’Riwif’<i*i5TRrwia^TW’Rf^ 

1995-96 3T«1«TT 

1996-97 ■^‘ ^ wif ■9«ff ■^' “arftrjPT'’*n, 

^nr ^ Trt hc pt^ •■tn,^ siRproin (jl'fl Rm 
STTO)^ 2.94 '■fiO'^ P nfT 1.58 P 't*il ^ I 

(■«T) M^'rqyi, wif -^TIT^' ^ ^i«c R ^wi)' ^ 
w»if ■5iit r[ ■pro3imw ifRii I 
(viii) 26.50 (7.50+9+10) ami 

TFTTO^ T!r^ ^ T^^TTO ir PR'i Tmifi('TOj; I ai ^ Tj; i ^ 

ni f^9i i ■R?) Tm psf ■'1^ ^T^iq Vl' fl((ji^ % ftm '$' ait ?ti(<h'( 
“ ii4H:givll»J ’'ir3npfiT ynftti •i^ fiF*nwTmTTi’Rg)fi«TRrT^ 
Pre I Rfi:-qp PIPR i "’jift " PTPR PH t lit IpT’TOT 

P^'UiaitP ciH"’iTTOTPR"’jift’"%3in'ifi aPiifl PR-i wHiptriro 
■pipiT litqT I 

ai^q4 

^3lf ^<WM^ f^RT Ri|VilHrch<I |11TTPPuTrt 

(i) prnmt imr 12% (6+3+3) Rt #Tf% pi t 
■RPI^'PP 18% (12+3+3) TtPPHftt I 

(ii) (i<‘lip RtPI ■RTP "i ’STPIPHIWPI ■^WTT "i 

qpiPT’i ■gPK ftm ¥ i ■rth Rptppiait’ i 'i '!w tRsh ■Rfpt ¥ i 
RT^ "a^ti "TOHRiai fltil ^[5ETTT ait "^PlTP 'RPR "RTP ii fppfppif pi 

Rpi ¥t ■i¥ iPT^'’i fifpi ii %i3; Pii ■% ppp i pii-iip% ftm ¥ I 

w*ilaiTl'’i)%iiainjRPni ti'HtP 'O'^iiPR’i’pfpn’Pi^RT 


-—- •* i ---—T- 

1*^PR P5li % Pi^RPI PH imiPPP ii 5R 

ani yri arfw¥l^aN¥N^^ HHiP t fi in PRi ph 3t^ 
iiiPTti'PT’^j, #0?^ yiftliw''i MPi6i*iirH<hPWii¥'gpRf 
pi sitwifid pvti ¥ ®¥t P)ii fiRipp 'ii ippT air 

"spi Piil pi Rtwiftp PRii) MKjtPTPri ■¥ aiftiPT^uI RipPHt 

PH pp«h PRi ii fiiR ■JT^ T¥pr I pRt' 5P1TP RPR ■RIP ■gppi^ ^(i 
■RRP w P>ip i'3TRi PKEW pp RT^ pii Rt PPT iRT PrePT ¥ 
lit ftpRPHPir^i^ ^ Riftp fim, Pii ptoh p^ph, aitTPii 
PFI^lfti pi #RT ppii "JR 'RPR PR ^ tpR fp^ ’R’? MtPIP Rt 

ftPRftiPTPTrtWPT¥l 

(iii) lilPi RPi ¥tii p?l^ ipR tivitPR (iRi) i^Sbrir) 

RRIP ^) (iPKI»itR ¥ I PiR ■¥! pro T^ii RRTP PH pit¥ 'RIR Pit 

Rftip ar^RiP ■Rt appiftp ii, jaiPim firoT pit rpjpi ¥ i 

(iv3 ■ppRTRPP’RP'^fPiR^pPiiiRPtPmi “^?P1SRT” 
pi ■ROIRT “R fttq iRp WtP** % apPR Rt pi PtriEftl -RPIRPR 
RlftTfPiRT i TPilRl HPi RRpdR Pitiiii^1?R%fRf¥pipf 

pipirppiTTPT¥iFftptRpfii;'5ntPRPR~i Rm q fPTi amptr 
’PIPPT ¥ Pt ■RlirrRPR TT^IfPi RlfllPRPT pi pi^ apRfti Rli pH) | 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 13th August, 1998 
No. MF/MOPT/57/97-TAMP.—In exercise ol’ the 
powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of the Major Pori 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major 
Ports hereby approves an increase of U% in the Vessel- 
Related Charges of the Mormugao Port Trust as in the 
Schedule appended hereto. These will conic into fordc iiftcr 
30 days of publication of this Notification. 

|ADVT/lII/IV/143/98 E.\ly.| 
S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
SCHEDULE 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
CASE NO. MF/MOPT/57/97-TAMP 
Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) Applicant 
ORDER 

(Passed on this 27th day of July, 1998) 

The MOPT had given a proposal in December 97 for 
revision of vessel related charges. This was considered by 
the Authority in its meeting on 15 April 98. As per decisions 
taken in this meeting, tlic proposal was remitted to the MOPT 
for reformulation along tlic lines indicated. A copy of the 
communication addressed to the MOPT, along with its 
Annexes, is attached as an Appendix to this Order 
2. The MOPT did not formulate a revised proposal 
Instead, the Chairman of the MOPT sent a letter (No. FA/ 
COST/117/124 dated 27 April 98) in which he had given 
additional information on different points, clarification on 
some issues, and ‘opinions’ on many matters. On the strength 
of this communication, he has requested this Authorily to 
reappraise the MOPT proposal in the right perspective and 
accord approval to it. 
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3. The letter in reference of the C hairman of the MOPT 
was sent to the Goa Mineral Ore Exporters Association 
(GMOE A) and their comments were obtained. The comments 
of the GMOEA were sent, as per our normal practice, as 
feedback information to the MOPT. The further comments 
received from the MOPT were taken on record. 

4. As is evident from facts on record, the MOPT has not 
cared to formulate a revised proposal along the lines indicated 
by the Authority. The communication received from the 
Chairman of the MOPT is more in the nature of an emotional 
outburst against a tariff proposal of a major port being 
returned vWthout approval. The communication, at many 
places, is couched in contemptuous language. At one place, 
it docs even tend to question the objectivity/impartiality of 
the Authority The Chairman of the MOPT has descended to 
the level of using indecent language in his comme^ about 
he Authority’s functioning. The Authority will not like to 
demean itself by engaging in a mud-slinging e.xercisc. We 
hope, the Government will take serious note of the indecency 
and the impropriety committed by the Chairman of the MOPT 
and deal with him suitably. 

5. As has been clearly listed in the eomments of the 
GMOEA, the MOPT has not been firm about its figures or 
consistent in their presentation. And, as has rightly been 
stressed by the GMOEA, they have chosen not to revise the 
proposal. In the circumstance, as observed by the GMOEA, 
it is possible to conclude that the decision already taken by 
the T AMP will stand. But, there arc a couple of factors which 
prompt a (partial) reconsideration; 

(i) The MOPT had in their proposal assumed an 
8-'/3% annual increase in operating expenditure. 
In our earlier decision, we found this to be on 
the higher side, and accordingly, suggested that 
a 6% increase would be more reasonable with 
reference to prevailing levels. The MOPT have 
stuck to their assumption. And, recent trends in 
inflation can be cited as being supportive of their 
assumption. That being so, the Authority will like 
to reconsider this factor. 

(ii) The MOPT had in their proposal assumed a 17% 
uniform annual increase in capital employed. The 
Authority found this figure to be unsustainable. 
It had also observed, "whether continuing 
investments of this order on social obligations 
towards general populations and on assets not 
contributing to revenue immediately can be 
justified in the context of tariff revision is 
questionable". The MOPT have not said 
anything worthwhile with reference to the second 
observation. As regards the increase in capital 
expenditure, however, they have admitted that 
it will be more reasonable to assume an annual 
increase of 15%. That being so. the Authority 
will like to reconsider this factor also. 

6 .1 If it is decided to reckon with an annual increase of 
8-1/2% in operating expenditure and of 5% in capital 


employed. The overall increase in vessel-related charges 
may work out to about 11%. The Authority aj^roves an 11% 
straight increase in the Vessel-Related Charges based on this 
computation. 

6.2 While canvassing their proposal for an increase in the 
vessel-related charges, the MOPT has laid considerable stress 
on improvements effected by it in operational efficiency. 
The argument has been that the said improvements had 
resulted in substantial benefits to the users and, tlic Port Trust 
must get a legitimate share of this benefit. The Authority has 
always been in favour of encouraging improvements in 
operational efficiency. Accordingly, while remitting the 
proposal to the MOPT for reformulation, it observed as 
follows: 

"The MOPT has admittedly effected significant 
improvements in operational efficiency. The port-users 
have also acknowledged it. But, they have contested 
the accuracy of the calculations and the MOPT’s claim 
for a share in the benefits accuring thereform to the 
exporters. Citing the example of the MOPT’s practice 
of considering accumulated deficits as deferred revenue 
expenditure for tariff purpose, they have sought to set¬ 
off their old excess expenditure against these benefits. 
But, the TAMP is committed to encouraging 
improvements in operational efficiency, and will be 
inclined to support justifiable provisions m the tariff 
structure to motivate better and higher levels of 
performance. If the MOPT wishes to stress the 
argument advanced in this regard by its Chairman at 
the time of the hearing, therefore, a well formulated 
proposal giving the logic of the proposition, the 
manner in which it can be adopted, and the extent to 
which it can be applied may be incorporated” 

7. In this connection, the Authority had also taken the 
stand that issues like economics of the iron ore export, 
margins available to the exporters, landed cost for the buyers, 
significance of these exports for Goa, etc., would be out of 
its purview and only issues directly connected with 
computation of the vessel-related charges would be 
considered. This stand has been contested by the Chairman 
of the MOPT who has again harped on issues like sjivings 
on international freight charge, reduction in landed cost, etc. 
The Authority will, however, like to stick to its original sLand. 

8. Viewed in this perspective, I he issue of improvements 
in operational efficiency will come to been seen only interms 
of reduction in turn around time of vessels. As has been 
observed at the last consideration of the proposal, the MOPT 
has effected significant improvements in operational 
efficiency. Port-users liavc also acknowledged it. But, they 
have attributed this to the ’decongeslion drive’ of the 
Government and not to any meaningful investment by or 
any innovative practice of the MOPT. Be that as it may. the 
Authority will still like to give some benefit of this good 
performance to the MOPT 

9.1 Two points have to be settled in this connection before 
arriving at any decision: 
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(i) The MOPT has asked for a straight increase of 
tariff based on this improvement in operational 
efficiency. It has to be carefully considered 
whether the demand for a ‘straight increase' can 
be conceded with reference to 'efficiency of 
performance' which docs not involve any 
additional investment. Apart from the cost 
consideration, the danger inherent in such an 
arrangement is that it will push up the tariff 
without any built-in safeguard for maintenance 
of the efficiency levels in reference. That being 
so, the better approach may be to provide for an 
efficienc>'-linked increase in the tariff. 

(ii) While remitting the case for reformulation, the 
Authority had suggested that the MOPT might 
come up with a well formulated proposal giving 
the logic of the prqMsition, the maimer in which 
it can be adopted, and to the extent to which it 
can be applied. As has been pointed by the 
GMOEA, the MOPT has not done this. All that 
its Chairman has done is to harp on the huge 
benefits derived by the users because of 
improvements in port performance and. on that 
basis, reiterate their earlier demand for a share 
in the benefits. 

The GMOEA has rightly observed in this context 
as follows; 

“What others benefit by improvements in 
operations cannot be the basis of increasing tariff. 
The tariff should have a bearing on the cost. 
Improvements bring in incremental contribution 
which, in turn, improves the ROR”. 

9.2 Strictly speaking, it may not be possible to think in 
terms of any increase in tariff with reference to benefits 
accruing to users from improvements in levels of 
performance It can be reasonable contended in such 
situations that the port also benefits by the increased turnover. 
It has also to be recognised that, in such situations, the port 
will only be doing what it is in any case expected to do, and, 
it cannot expect to be rewarded for just doing its duty. 
Nevertheless, in line with its commitment to encouraging 
operational efficiency, especially in the backdrop of cessation 
of any budgetary support from the Government, and bearing 
in mind the urgent need to motivate better and higher levels 
of performance, justifiable provisions in the tariff structure 
towards this end will need to be supported. 

9.3 Also, we feel , the GMOEA view point will be more 
relevant to cases of ‘straight increase’ of tariff with reference 
to improvements in operational efficiency. 

10. Bearing in mind what has been stated above, we 
proceed to take the following decisions in the context of the 
improvements in operational efficiency at the MOPT: 

(i) In line with the Authority's commitment to 
supporting justifiable provisions in the tariff 
structure to motivate better and higher levels of 


performance, an efficiency-linked increase in the 
tariff may be allowed. 

(ii) The efficiency may be measured with reference 
to turnaround time. 

(iii) The increase may be limited to berth hire/ 
anchorage charge. It may be difficult to reckon 
with the other components of vessel-related 
charges for purposes of assessing efficiency 
levels with reference to turnaround time. 

(iv) Along with the provisions for an incrctisc, tliere 
may be a provision for ‘rebate’ for delays. 

(v) The cutoff points will have to be established 
separately for different types of cargo—liijuid 
bulk, iron ore, and general. 

Data are not available to do this for liquid bulk 
and general cargoes. But, in the case of the 
MOPT, iron ore constitutes more than 80% of 
the traffic. That being so, this decision wilt at 
first apply to iron ore traffic. If the formulation 
is found to be feasible, and if the MOPT wishes 
to extend it to other cargoes, they can furnish 
data for the other types of cargoes to enable 
appropriate ftmher prescriptions. 

(vi) With wference to iron ore, the cutoff point will 
have to tie prescribed separately for turnaround 
time of vessels handling iron ore wholly at berth 
No, 9 and for turnaround Ume of vessels handling 
iron ore partly at berth No. 9 and party at 
anchorage for transhipment. 

On the basis of the data furnished by the MOPT, 
this can be done in the former case with reference 
to the average performance achieved during 
September 97-March 98; and, in the latter case, 
with reference to the average performance 
achieved during April 97-Fcbruary 98. 

On the basis of such compulation, the cutoff 
figures will work out to 4 5 days and 15 days, 
respectively. 

(vii) The supplementary charge for efficiency can be 
fixed at 40%, The rebate for inefficiency can be 
fixed at 20% (half of 40%). 

A 40% supplementary charge with reference only 
to berth hire/anehorage charge is likely to amount 
to about 19-20% increase in the total vessel- 
related charges. 

(viii) These rates, as indeed the entire arrangement, 
can be on an cx[)erimcntal basis to be reviewed 
on the basis of experience to be gained over a 
period of 12 months. 

11.1 The precise description of the prescription of an 
efficiency-linked increase in the vessel-related 
charges can be as follows . 

(i) “Supplementary berth hire charger (a), 40% of 
the normal berth hire charge payable at the 




['mm— 


: aroraRnt 


<; 


prescribed rates shall be levied, in addition on 
the vessels handling iron ore at berth No. 9 
(MOHP) and which turnaround in 4.5 days or 
less.” 

(ii) "A rebate @ 20% of the normal berth liirc charge 
payable at the prescribed rates shall be granted 
if the turnaround time of vessels handling iron 
ore at berth No. 9 (MOHP) exceeds 9 days due 
to reasons attributable to the port.” 

(iii) “Supplementary berth hirc/anchorage charge 
@ 40% of the normal berth hire/anchorage 
charges payable at the prescribed rates shall be 
levied, in addition, on the vessels handling iron 
ore partly at bcrtli No. 9 (MOffP) and partly at 
anchorage in stream and which turnaround in 15 
days or less.” 

(iv) “A rebate @ 20 % of the normal berth hire/ 
anchorage charges payable at prescribed rates 
shall be granted if the turnaround time ofvcssels 
handling iron ore partly at berth No. (MOHP) 
and partly at anchorage in stream exceed 20 days 
due to reasons attributable to the port.” 

(v) “Supplementary berth hire/anchorage charges 
shall be payable in advance along with the 
normal berth hire/anchorage on an estimated 
basis and will be refunded if the vessel docs not 
achieve the stipulated turnaround time. The 
turnaround time will commence from the time 
of arrival of the vessel in the port and close at 
the lime of departure on completion of cargo 
operations.” 

112 A prescription of 40% supplementary charge on berth 
hirc/anchorage will work out to about 19-20% of the total 
vessel-related charges. This, together with the straight 
increase of 11% proposed in para (8.1) above will add uplo 
a total of about 30% increase In the circumstances of this 
case, a 30% increase, as against the MOPT proposal of a 
54.6% increase, can be said to be very reasonable and 
adequate. And, the fact that a substantial part of it will be 
cfficicncy-linkcd (with a provision for a rebate for 
inefficiency at that) can be said to be just and fair, 

11 3 Incidentally, this will be a good fust experiment for 
the Authority to begin to use the lai iff-levcragc for effecting 
improvcnicnts in oitcrabonal efficiency Based on experience 
lo be gained in this, the arrangement can (hopefully) be 
extended to other types of cargo at the MOPT and, 
subsequently, possibly, to the other major ports as well. It is 
icaliscd that there will be difficulties in determining 
definitively the reasons for delay. But, it must be possible lo 
evolve an acceptable system. The MOPT and the GMOEA 
may be requested to use the given formulation as a starting 
point and develop an operable model. If an agreed model 
emerges, it can straightway be prescribed for adoption on an 
experimental basis. In the absence of any agreement, and if 
the parties arc willing to give it a try, Uic formulation given 


by the Authority may be taken up for (experimental) 
adoption. 

12. The proposal for an increase of 87% in the 'water 
charges’, which incidentally has not been objected to by 
anybody, is approved. 

S, SATHYAM. Chairman 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NO.MF/MOPT/57/97-TAMP 

Dated, the 16th April, 1998 

To 

The Chairman, 

Mormugao Port Trust, 

Mormugao 

Goa-403803. 

Sub- Vessel-related charges at the Mormugao Pori, 

Ref Your Letter No. No FA/MIS/117/1061 dated .5th 
December, 1997. 

Sir, 

Please refer to MOPT's proposal foi revision of 
Vessel Related Cltargcs (VRCs), Tlic case was examined with 
reference to the details given in the proposal and Ihc 
additional informaiion/argumcnts furnished by the MOPT 
and the GMOEA during the hearings. The proposal was 
considered by the TAMP in its meetings on 15lh April, 1998 
2 Elaborate arguments have been advanced by 
both the sides on issues like economics of the iron ore export, 
margins available lo the exporters, landed cost for the buy'crs, 
significance of these exports for Goa. etc. But, the TAMP 
considers such issues to be out of its purview Accordingly, 
only the issues directly connected with computation of the 
vessel-related charges have been considered, 

3,1. It IS observed that ifVRCs arc seen m isolation, 
then, there will be a case for a 59.60%) (not just 54,26%) 
increase in VRCs. (Please see the statement attached as 
Annex-1 for details.) But, in the proposal. VRC's have not 
been seen in isolation. The proposal has been formulated on 
overall calculations. On such overall considerations, unless 
the discrepancies painted oul arc satisfaciorily resolved/ 
clarified, there may be no ease for a revision of the tariff 
(Plca.se sec the statement attached as Anncx-2 for details.) 

1 2 The I'AMP is generally not in favour of 'cross- 
subsidisatJOiT arrangements That being so, it will be willing 
to consider a vessel-related proposal based only on t'csscl- 
related proposal based only on vessel-related data Only, in 
that case, the reasonableness of the Cargo-Related Charges 
will need to be reviewed. Also, the accuracy of allocation of 
capital co.sls will require to be scrutinised flic MOPT may 
like to consider the two options and decide on its choice 

4 The proposal, as it has been presented, is seen lo 
contain a few infinnilics/inadcquacies riicsc have been 
detailed in the statement attached as Anncx-3 file M(3PT 
may please lake these into account and rework the 
calculations. 
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5. It is also seen that the proposal has not reckoned 
with some factors wliich can be incorporated. These have 
been detailed in the statement attach^ as Annex-4 The 
MOPT may like to take these into account while reworking 
the calculations. 

6. The approach has been to adopt the 'cost plus' 
model. The TAMP will accept it until a better alternative 
can be worked out. Ideally, in such an approach, both the 
'cost' (i.c., the existing base) and the ‘plus’ (i.e.. the deficit) 
factors have to be scruitinised. But, as of now, the TAMP 
does not have the staff-support required for a substantive 
scrutiny of the ‘cost’. That being so, the exercise will be 
limited to examination of the'plus’. Inothcr words, theTAMP 
will reserve its right to examine the 'base' at a later date. 

7. With these observations, the TAMP has decided 
to remit the case to the MOPT for refonnulation of the 
proposal. 

8. Accordingly, you arc requested to re-examine the 
proposal the proposal and reformulate it will reference to 
the observations made. 

Yours truly, 
D.P. BHATNAGAR, Under sccy. 

En. As slated 

Anncx-1 

Scrutiny of Vessel-Related Charges 
Position with reference only to vesssle-related data of 
1996-97 

(Rs. in lakhs) 


(i) Income from vessel-related charges 2263 

(ii) (a) Expenditure on 

vessel-related activity 2055 

(b) Allocation of overheads 837 

Total of (ii) 2892 

(iii) Deficit 629 

(iv) Net block of Capital 4000'' 

(v) 18 % rate of return on the capital 720 

employed '''' 

(vi) Additional revenue generation 1349 

required (iii + V) 

(vii) Order of increase over the base 59.60 % 


♦Note.—1 Based on the assumption that capital block for 
vessel -related activities is usually 1/3 of the 
total. 

*'Notc.—2.The proposal shows the net block as Rs. 12,100 
lakhs. GMOEA has cited the audited accounts 
to show it only as Rs. 10,000 lakhs if a working 
capital of Rs. 1,142 lakhs is added, the gap will 
not be much 


Anncx-2 

Scrutiny of VcsSel-ReUtcd Charges 
Position with reference to over all data of 



1996-97 

(Rs. in lakhs) 

Total 


Vessel- 

Related 

Cargo-Related 
and others 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Income 

9034 

2263 

6771 

Expenditure 

6851 

2892 

3959 

Surplus/Deficit 

-t-2183 

-629 

-1-2812 

Return at 18% 
on capital* 

2178 

720 

1458 


C'Thc proposal shows the net block as Rs. 12 100 lakhs. 
GMOEA has cited the audited accounts to show it only as 
Rs. 1,-000 lakhs. If a working capital of Rs. 1,42 laklis is 
added, the gap will not be much.) 

(i) As can be seen, the return on capital in overall 
terms tallies with the 'surplus' figure, 

(ii) (a) The reasons for ‘cargo income’ being so high 

will have to be examined with reference to 
expenditure not being so high. 

(b) Incidently, the reasons for a Rs. 2,812 lakhs 
‘surplus’ against a projection of Rs. 1,500 lakhs 
'deficit' will need to be ascertained. 

(iii) It will have to be checked whether inadt crtedly 

some vessel-related assets have been added to 
the cargo side 

Anncx-3 

Scrutiny of Vessel-Related Charges 
Infirmities/lnadcquacies in the proposal 

(i) Benefit of exchange rate fluctuations docs not 
appear to be fully reflected m the income estimate 
shown. In fact, income shown docs not appear even 
to take fully into account the implications of 
increase in traffic. 

(ii) The assumption of an 8-1/2% annual increase in 
expenditure may be on the higher side. A 6% 
increase will appear to be more reasonable with 
reference to current levels of inflation. 

(iii) (a) The assuption of a 16 % (stated at one place 

also as 17%)uniform annual increase in 
capital expenditure is not backed up by any 
increase in income or decrease in expenditure 
and will, therefore, be difficult to sustain. 
Significantly, TECSOK have also stated that 
the impact of these investments will be beyond 
the short-term horizon considered in this 
proposal. 
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(b) The 16% figure appears to be based on past 
trends of investments in general cargo berths 
and social obligations weather continuing 
investments of this order on social obligations 
towards general population and on assets not 
contributing to revenue immediately can be 
justified in the contest of tariff revision is 
questionable. 

(iv) Inclusion of 'depreciation' in 'working capital' is 

not justifiable. 

(v) (a) The method adopted for computing working 

capital requirement on an ad hoc basis of two 
months expenditure may not stand scrutiny. 

(b) In this connection, as was argued by the 
GMOEA, it is relevant to recognise that, in 
respect ofvesscl'related charges, ports usually 
collect all the payments in advance. In the 
event, the methods adopted in this case for 
computing working capital requirement is 
likely to result in double provisioning. 

(c) It may be more appropriate to stock to the 
conventional method of computing working 
capital as current assets minus current 
liabilities. 

(vi) The figures of ‘depreciation’ given for 1995-96 
and 1996-97 need verification. As against an 
increase of Rs. 55 lakhs under head 'Port & Dock', 
the overal increase is only of the order Rs. 32 lakhs. 
Issues likely whether any assets were fully 
depreciated, whether there was any reallocation 
of assets, whether any new assets were added to 
the ‘Port & Dock' account need to be clarified. 

(vii) (a) Inclusion of Rs. 1.58 crores peryear as deferred 
revenue expenditure will have to be justified with 
proper details. 

(b) There is a brief reference to cargo-related 
revenue expenditure incurred in 1995-96. No 
details are available of this item Also, no reason 
has been given for not booking. It in 1995-96 or, 
at least in 1996-97 when a surplus was available 
on the cargo side. 

(c) The expenditure on reference is shown to be 
Rs. 8.82 crores. If that is so, it will need to be 
explained why the figure given is of Rs. 1.58croies 
and not Rs. 2.94 crores. 

(d) Incidentally, re^ns will also be required for 
attributing cargo related deficits to vessel-related 
tariffs. 


(viii) The figure of Rs. 26.50 (7,50 +9-(-10) crorcsTor 
dredging is shown as an item of 'revenue/ 
expenditure. But, the GMOEA have argued tliat it 
is for increasing the draft at verth and cannot, 
therefore, be included under head, revenue’. The 
correct position will have to be clarified. If it is 
indeed of a ‘Capital’ nature, then this item will 
have to be removed from the 'revenue' expenditure 
and appropriately dealt with under 'capital'. 

Annex-4 

Scrutiny of Vessel-Related Charges 
Additional factors that can be considered 

(i) Rate of Return has been computed at only 12 % 
(6+3+3) whereas it can be 18% (12+3+.'l). 

(ii) The MOPT has admittedly effected significant 
improvements in operational efficiency. The port- 
users have also acknowledge it. But they luive 
contested the accuracy of the calculations and the 
MOPT’s claim for a share in the benefits accniing 
therefrom to the exporters. Citing the example of 
the MOPT’s practice of considering accumulated 
deficits as deferred revenue expenditure for tariff 
purposes. They have sought to set-of their old 
e.xce.ss expenditure against these benefits. But, the 
TAMP is committed to encouraging improvements 
in operational efficiency, and will be inclined to 
support justifiable provisions in the tariff structure 
to motivate better and higher levels of 
performance. If the MOPT wishes to stress the 
argument advanced in this regard by its Chairman 
at the time of the hearing, therefore, a vyell 
formulated proposal giving the logic of the 
proposition, the miiimer in which it can be adopted, 
and the extent to which it can be applied may be 
incorporated, 

(iii) A wage revision (with some retrospective effect) 
is reported to be on the anvil. At least a part of its 
impact, based on a reasonable projection, can be 
incorporated. 

(iv) There is a general opinion tliat for tariff purposes 
'depreciation’; shall be worked out on a 
‘replacement cost' basis. The TAMP is examining 
the implication of this shift to usher in a 
harmonious change. In the mean while, if the 
MOPT wishes to adopt it. the TAMP will have no 
objection. 
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